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PREHEARING CONFERENCE STATEMENT
OF THE UTILITY REFORM NETWORK

I. Introduction

On January 16, 2007, Southern California Edison Company (SCE), Pacific Gas
and Electric Company (PG&E), San Diego Gas and Electric Company (SDG&E), and
Southern California Gas Company (SoCalGas) each filed an application seeking
Commission authorization to implement a pilot energy efficiency program intended to
capture the embedded energy savings associated with water conservation.! Three days
later, the Commission’s Chief Administrative Law Judge (ALJ) issued a ruling
consolidating the dockets associated with the four utility applications, assigning the
dockets, and setting a prehearing conference for January 30, 2007 (Chief ALJ Ruling).
The Chief ALJ directed all parties intending to file protests to the instant applications to
appear at the prehearing conference “to identify underlying concerns and discuss
procedural implications.” (Chief ALJ Ruling, p. 2). This ruling additionally invited
interested parties to serve a prehearing conference statement on all parties to R.06-04-010
(the Energy Efficiency Rulemaking) by January 29, 2007, outlining substantive concerns,
proposing a process for addressing them, and addressing the scope and schedule for this
proceeding. (Id.). Pursuant to Rule 7.2 of the Commission’s Rules of Practice and
Procedure and the Chief ALJ Ruling, The Utility Reform Network (TURN) respectfully

submits this prehearing conference statement.

' “Embedded energy” refers to the energy used in the production, transportation and pre- and post-
consumption treatment of water. See Assigned Commissioner’s Ruling on Process Related to the
Consideration of Embedded Energy Savings Related to Water Efficiency, Oct. 16, 2006, R.06-04-010, pp.
1-2.



II1. Background

The Commission first began explicitly addressing the possibility that energy
utilities might pursue demand side resources by targeting water-embedded energy savings
in D.05-09-043, the decision addressing the 2006-2008 energy efficiency program
applications of PG&E, SCE, SDG&E and SoCalGas (the utilities). In that decision, the
Commission rejected the last-minute proposal that water-embedded energy savings
occurring as a result of the utilities’ energy efficiency programs be counted towards the
utilities’ 2006-2008 energy savings goals. (D.05-09-043, mimeo, p. 167). The
Commission explained that it lacked a record upon which to evaluate the merits of the
proposal, but moreover, noted the following:

the issue of counting the embedded savings associated with water has

broader implications for energy efficiency policy that should be

considered. In particular, it raises the issue of how far beyond the site-

specific end-use (water heating or any other) we should extend the

definition of “energy efficiency” to capture upstream reductions in energy

inputs. There are also significantly new EM&V-related issues associated

with this approach to defining energy savings that we would need to

consider. Moreover, even if we determined that these types of upstream or

embedded savings should be counted in the future, it seems to follow that

before we start counting them towards specific numerical goals, the

potential studies underlying those goals would need to be broadened to

consider embedded savings potential as well. (Id., pp. 167-68).
Additionally, the Commission stated its intent to explore these issues in the energy
efficiency rulemaking in the near future. (Id., p. 168).

Seven months later, the Commission opened a new energy efficiency rulemaking,
R.06-04-010, and confirmed that it intended to explore the issue of “counting embedded
energy savings associated with water efficiency.” (R.06-04-010, p. 7). On May 24, 2006,

the Assigned Commissioner issued a Scoping Memo identifying two areas of inquiry

related to water-embedded energy savings. (Scoping Memo, pp. 13-14, 20). The first



issue was whether “the Commission’s Policy Rules [should] be modified to include as
measure/program benefits the embedded (upstream) energy savings associated with
energy efficiency measures that also reduce water usage (e.g., clothes washers that save
both energy and water).” (Id., p. 13). The Scoping Memo concluded that this issue, as
well as how this counting should occur, should be explored by interested parties at an
informal workshop and in post-workshop opening and reply comments filed in R.06-04-
010. (Id., pp. 13-14, 20, Attachment 1). The Scoping Memo additionally noted,

at some point in this proceeding or other forum, as appropriate, the

Commission should begin looking at the broader context for water-related

savings, including the implementation of new water conservation

measures not currently undertaken by either energy or water utilities, as

well as related issues such as co-funding. Therefore, during the workshop

process described below, the utilities and interested participants should

also spend some time addressing the process (rather than the substance)

for embarking on a Commission inquiry into these matters. (Id., p. 14).

Pursuant to the Scoping Memo, PG&E and the Natural Resources Defense Council
jointly held an informal workshop on water-embedded energy savings on July 17, 2006,
and parties filed post-workshop comments and reply comments on July 31, 2006, and
August 18, 2006, respectively.

On October 16, 2006, the Assigned Commissioner issued a ruling addressing the
“process related to the consideration of embedded energy savings related to water
efficiency.” (10/16/06 Ruling). The Assigned Commissioner identified three strategies
for reducing net consumption of energy related to water use as most consistent with an
energy efficiency strategy: 1) conserving water, 2) switching to less energy-intensive
water, and 3) increasing the energy efficiency of current water delivery and treatment

systems. (10/16/06 Ruling, p. 2). She then directed PG&E, SCE, SDG&E, and SoCalGas

to propose pilot programs “to explore the potential for future programs to capture water-



related embedded energy savings” to “improve the likelihood of implementing new
programs in the near future.” (Id., p. 3).

Specifically, the Assigned Commissioner required each utility to “form a
partnership with one large water provider to implement a jointly-funded program
designed to maximize embedded energy savings per dollar of program cost.” (10/16/06
Ruling, Ruling Paragraph 2)(emphasis added). She determined that the funding for these
pilot programs should be incremental to the funding established by D.05-09-043 for the
utilities’ 2006-2008 energy efficiency programs, suggested the utilities limit the statewide
energy utility cost to $10 million, and encouraged the utilities to develop a “common
program and funding approach.” (Id., Ruling Paragraph 3). Finally, this ruling ordered
the utilities to include in their applications proposals for counting the energy savings
from the pilot programs “for the purpose of understanding program benefits, rather than
to affect rewards or penalties.” (1d., Ruling Paragraph 4)(emphasis added). Hence, the
Assigned Commissioner explained, “the utilities should not seek credit for these savings
as part of any rewards or penalties related to the 2006-2008 period.” (Id.)

Following the 10/16/2006 Ruling, PG&E, SCE, SDG&E and SoCalGas filed the
applications at issue in this consolidated docket. For the reasons outlined below, TURN
intends to protest each application according to the schedule established by Rule 2.6 of

the Commission’s Rules of Practice and Procedure.

III.  Outline of Substantive Concerns with the Applications
Based on TURN’s preliminary review of the utilities’ applications, TURN intends
to file protests on several grounds, some of which are common across the applications,

and others, applicable only to particular applications. We have also begun conducting



limited discovery and may modify our list of substantive concerns as a result. For now,
the following represents a high level overview of our substantive concerns. Each of these
issues will be discussed more fully in our protests.

A. The Applications Fail to Provide the Commission with

Sufficient Information to Assess Whether They Are Designed
to Maximize Embedded Energy Savings Per Program Dollar.

As noted above, the Commission clearly instructed the utilities to design pilots
intended to “maximize embedded energy savings per dollar of program cost.” Arguably,
a program could achieve this goal by targeting the most energy intensive water (or
specific water processes) for increased efficiency, or by capturing the cheapest to save
water. Yet to varying extents, the applications appear to focus on saving water generally,
rather than targeting water processes or uses in particular geographic areas, or in
particular water service territories, that have the greatest embedded-energy savings
potential or cost-effectiveness from an energy utility perspective.” Additionally, the
applications do not all contain adequate budgetary detail. In other words, the applications
lack sufficient detail for the Commission to assess the appropriateness of the partners
chosen, or the targeted geographic region and customer segment, or the measure mix, or

program strategies. This lack of detail in the applications is compounded by the related

1ssue discussed in I11.B.

* Noteworthy, also, is the fact that, to varying extents, the applications appear to neither target new water
conservation measures, nor energy efficiency measures that jointly save water, as envisioned by the
Scoping Memo in R.06-04-010. (See Scoping Memo, pp. 13-14, 20, Attachment 1, discussed above).



B. Because the Applications Contain Estimates of Water-

Embedded Energy Savings That May Not Correspond With
Reductions to Each Applicant’s Own Total System Demand
Attributable to the Pilot Programs, the Pilot Programs Are Not
Linked to Utility Benefits or Avoided Costs.

Based on the history of the Commission’s consideration of water-embedded
energy savings discussed above, it is TURN’s understanding that the Commission
intended for the pilots to explore the potential for energy utilities to cost-effectively
capture water-embedded energy savings as demand side resources. Accordingly, the
pilots should produce data that allows for an assessment of whether these resources
should be targeted instead of or in addition to the traditional energy efficiency resources
identified by the Commission’s Energy Efficiency Policy Rules. Yet none of the utilities
has even attempted to estimate or identify what portion of the embedded energy savings,
projected to accrue from the pilot programs, might be energy savings reflected in the
utility’s own system demand (in GWh or MW of peak demand, or therms). While one of
the purposes of the pilot programs should be to measure the magnitude of energy savings
for the energy utility, and to capture location and time variations in avoided cost
valuation, the utilities could have derived rough estimates of their own savings by netting
out water life-cycle energy that they likely do not provide. For instance, in Southern
California, much of the energy intensity of water stems from conveyance over the

Tehachapi Mountains, and the energy utilities do not necessarily provide the energy used

. . 3
in this process.

? See i.e. Refining Estimates of Water-Related Energy Use in California, Navigant Consulting, December
2006, Table ES-1 (recommending revised water-energy proxies for Northern and Southern California,
disaggregated into water supply and conveyance, water treatment, water distribution, and wastewater
treatment intensities), and Section 4.2.2 (noting that disaggregating water energy-intensity by electric utility
service area “may allow consideration of the ability of the utility to realize savings via incentives and, in
the case of regulated utilities, for tracking of public benefits”).



While a measure of energy savings from a statewide perspective may be useful
for measuring statewide progress towards reducing energy consumption, such
undifferentiated savings are not useful as a demand side resource for the energy utilities.
Thus, the pilot program proposals could be misleading to one attempting to evaluate the
ratepayer benefits associated with the forecasted impacts of the programs. Similarly,
without revised program impact estimates, the Commission will be hindered in its ability
to evaluate the appropriateness of the program logic of each pilot. Without well-
conceived pilot design, the data and information produced by the pilots will not enable
the Commission to assess the potential for cost-effective, water-embedded energy
efficiency programs in future program cycles.

C. Several of the Applications Seek to Count Water-Embedded

Energy Savings Towards The Applicants’ 2006-2008 Energy
Efficiency Goals.

As noted above, the Commission instructed the utilities not to seek credit for
energy savings from the pilots towards their energy efficiency shareholder incentives in
2006-2008. The preliminary shareholder incentive mechanism adopted by the
Commission in D.05-04-051 contains two elements: 1) a minimum performance
threshold, which is currently tied to the utilities’ energy efficiency goals established by
D.04-09-060, and 2) the calculation of performance basis, currently derived from
portfolio net benefits. Furthermore, among the shareholder incentives proposals under
consideration by the Commission in R.06-04-010 are proposals wherein the incentive
payment as a percentage of net benefits would vary with the total portfolio
accomplishments relative to the goals. For instance, a higher incentive level might be

paid when the utility achieved 110% of the goals than when the utility achieved 100% of



the goals. Clearly, counting savings towards the utilities’ 2006-2008 goals will impact
shareholder rewards and penalties. Nonetheless, several of the applications either seek
authorization to count pilot program savings towards the goals, or clarification regarding
whether the Commission intended these savings to count towards the goals (just not
towards the net benefits-based reward calculation). Moreover, the savings the utilities
would count appear to the all-inclusive Northern or Southern California CEC embedded-
energy proxies instead of even rough estimates of the utility’s own energy savings.

D. The Applications May Not Comport With the Clear Separation

Between Program Administration and Impact Evaluation
Established by D.05-01-055.

In D.05-01-055, the Commission adopted a new administrative structure for
energy efficiency programs in 2006 and beyond. Finding that a clear separation between
program administration and program evaluation was crucial to integrity of this structure,
the Commission assigned EM&V administration to Energy Division (particularly impact-
related EM&V), and program administration to the utilities. While some variation exists

among the utilities’ proposals for pilot program EM&V, it is unclear whether any or all of

these proposals would assign Energy Division the authority envisioned by D.05-01-055.

IV.  Procedural Recommendations

TURN recommends that the Commission issue a ruling intended to clarify the
Commission’s expectations regarding the purpose of the pilot programs, as well as the
quality and quantity of supporting data that the applications should contain. Particularly,
we recommend that the Commission require the utilities to update their applications to
remedy the data deficiencies identified in Section III, as well as any other deficiencies

identified by the Commission or interested parties at the prehearing conference. The



Commission may also want to suspend the deadlines for Protests until the updated
applications are filed.

Additionally, TURN recommends that the Commission’s Energy Division hold a
formal workshop, during which stakeholders can receive critical background information
about the physical interplay between California’s water systems and energy systems,
including the impact of water system processes on the utilities’ total system demand.
TURN participated in the informal group called “Water Energy Partners,” which met
several times after the 10/16/06 Ruling to discuss the water-embedded energy pilot
programs the utilities would propose. During these meetings, we became very aware of
the complexity of the project the Commission seeks to explore through the pilot
partnerships, and how useful a water / energy background training workshop could be for
many stakeholders.

The Commission previously instructed the utilities to schedule a planning
workshop in the second quarter of 2007 to “address a methodology to estimate the
magnitude of savings along various localities (and review California Energy Commission
proxies); evaluation, measurement and verification; procedural guidelines; outreach; and
training.” (10/16/06 Ruling, Ruling Paragraph 5). TURN recommends that this workshop
be held prior to the due date for the updated applications we encourage the Commission
to require, so as to inform those applications and hopefully avoid the need for future
substantial revisions. We also strongly encourage the Commission to direct Energy
Division to facilitate this workshop, or Energy Division jointly with the CEC, and to

require a workshop report.



Further, if the Commission determines that Protests should be filed mid-February
based on the January 16, 2007, applications, rather than in response to updated
applications, then TURN recommends that the Commission invite stakeholders to submit
comments and reply comments in response to the updated applications and workshop
report discussed above. By soliciting comments on the utilities’ pilot program proposals
after the workshops intended to educate parties and eliminate some areas of substantive
dispute, the Commission will hopefully end up with a full record upon which to evaluate

the merits of the utilities’ updated filings.

V. Proposed Schedule

TURN intends to discuss a desirable schedule for the procedures we recommend
at the prehearing conference. We note, however, that we have reviewed the procedural
recommendations and associated proposed schedule that the Division of Ratepayer
Advocates (DRA) will include in its prehearing conference statement. DRA’s approach
is generally consistent with TURN’s, and we would support a schedule along the lines

proposed by DRA.

January 29, 2007 Respectfully submitted,

By:

Hayley’Gpodson
Staff rney

THE UTILITY REFORM NETWORK
711 Van Ness Avenue, Suite 350

San Francisco, CA 94102

Phone: (415) 929-8876

Fax: (415) 929-1132

Email: hayley@turn.org
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CARL DUISBERG

PACIFIC GAS AND ELECTRIC COMPANY
77 BEALE STREET, BO9A

SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94105

TERRY M. FRY
NEXANT, INC.
101 SECOND STREET,
SAN FRANCISCO, CA

10TH FLOOR
94105

LARRY L. BYE
FIELD RESEARCH CORPORATION
222 SUTTER STREET SUITE 700

SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94108
SHAUN ELLIS

2183 UNION STREET

SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94123

FRANK DIAZ

PACIFIC GAS AND ELECTRIC COMPANY
PO BOX 770000 MAIL CODE B9A

SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94177

JENNIFER BARNES

PACIFIC GAS AND ELECTRIC COMPANY
MAIL STOP N6G

PO BOX 770000

SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94177

WILLIAM C. MILLER
PACIFIC GAS AND ELECTRIC COMPANY
PO BOX 770000

SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94177
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JANET WHITTICK

BUSINESS ENERGY COALITION

MC B8R, PGE

PO BOX 770000

SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94177-0001

PATRICIA THOMPSON

SUMMIT BLUE CONSULTING

1766 LACASSIE AVE. SUITE 103
WALNUT CREEK, CA 94596

ALEX KANG

ITRON, INC.

1111 BROADWAY, STE. 1800
OAKLAND, CA 94607

MRW & ASSOCIATES, INC.
1814 FRANKLIN STREET, SUITE 720
OAKLAND, CA 94612

ETILEEN PARKER

QUEST

2001 ADDISON STREET, STE. 300
BERKELEY, CA 94704

EDWARD VINE

LAWRENCE BERKELEY NATIONAL LABORATORY
BUILDING 90-4000

BERKELEY, CA 94720

GENE THOMAS

ECOLOGY ACTION

211 RIVER STREET
SANTA CRUZ, CA 95060
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RAFAEL FRIEDMANN

SUPERVISOR CUSTOMER ENERGY EFFICIENCY
PACIFIC GAS AND ELECTRIC COMPANY

PO BOX 770000

SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94177-0001

MICHAEL CHENG
2723 HARLAND COURT
WALNUT CREEK, CA 94598

JOHN CAVALLI

ITRON, INC.

1111 BROADWAY, STE. 1800
OAKLAND, CA 94607

PETER MILLER
CONSULTANT

1834 DELAWARE STREET
BERKELEY, CA 94703

CRAIG TYLER

TYLER & ASSOCIATES
2760 SHASTA ROAD
BERKELEY, CA 94708

CARL PECHMAN

POWER ECONOMICS

901 CENTER STREET
SANTA CRUZ, CA 95060

KENNY SWAIN

POWER ECONOMICS

901 CENTER STREET
SANTA CRUZ, CA 95060
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MAHLON ALDRIDGE
ECOLOGY ACTION, INC.
PO BOX 1188

SANTA CRUZ, CA 95061

ROBERT KASMAN

RLW ANALYTICS

1055 BROADWAY, SUITE G
SONOMA, CA 95476

THOMAS P. CONLON
PRESIDENT

GEOPRAXIS

PO BOX 5

SONOMA, CA 95476-0005

DOUGLAS E. MAHONE

HESCHONG MAHONE GROUP
11626 FAIR OAKS BLVD., 302
FAIR OAKS, CA 95628

BRUCE MCLAUGHLIN

BRAUN & BLAISING, P.C.
915 L STREET, SUITE 1420
SACRAMENTO, CA 95814

JILL RUGANI

RUNYON SALTZMAN & EINHORN, INC.
ONE CAPITOL MALL, SUITE 400
SACRAMENTO, CA 95814

MOLLY HARCOS

RUNYON, SALTZMAN & EINHORN, INC.
1 CAPITOL MALL, SUITE 400
SACRAMENTO, CA 95814
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ERIC WANLESS

NATURAL RESOURCES DEFENSE COUNCIL
111 SUTTER STREET, 20TH FLOOR

SAN FRANCISCSO, CA 95104

STACIA OKURA

RLW ANALYTICS, INC.
1055 BROADWAY, SUITE G
SONOMA, CA 95476

RICHARD MCCANN

M.CUBED

2655 PORTAGE BAY ROAD, SUITE 3
DAVIS, CA 95616

LAURIE PARK

NAVIGANT CONSULTING, INC.

3100 ZINFANDEL DRIVE, SUITE 600
RANCHO CORDOVA, CA 95670-6078

DAN GEIS

THE DOLPHIN GROUP

925 L STREET, SUITE 800
SACRAMENTO, CA 95814

KATIE SHULTE JOUNG
455 CAPITOL MALL, SUITE 703
SACRAMENTO, CA 95814

ROBERT MOWRIS, P.E.

ROBERT MOWRIS & ASSOCIATES
PO BOX 2141

OLYMPIC VALLEY, CA 96145
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DR. HUGH (GIL) PEACH

H GIL PEACH & ASSOCIATES LLC
16232 NW OAKHILLS DRIVE
BEAVERTON, OR 97006

MICHAEL BAKER

VICE PRESIDENT

SBW CONSULTING, INC.

2820 NORTHUP WAY, SUITE 230
BELLEVUE, WA 98004

State Service

PETER LAI

CALIF PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
ENERGY RESOURCES BRANCH

320 WEST 4TH STREET SUITE 500

LOS ANGELES, CA 90013

CHERYL COX

CALIF PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
ELECTRICITY RESOURCES & PRICING BRANCH
ROOM 4209

505 VAN NESS AVENUE

SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94102-3214

CHRISTOPHER R VILLARREAL

CALIF PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
DIVISION OF STRATEGIC PLANNING
ROOM 5119

505 VAN NESS AVENUE

SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94102-3214

FRED L. CURRY

CALIF PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
WATER ADVISORY BRANCH

ROOM 3106

505 VAN NESS AVENUE

SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94102-3214

JEORGE S. TAGNIPES
CALIF PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
ENERGY RESOURCES BRANCH

http://www.cpuc.ca.gov/published/service_lists/R0604010_73070.htm

01/29/2007 01:48 PM

BRIAN HEDMAN

VICE PRESIDENT

QUANTEC, LLC

720 SW WASHINGTON STREET, STE 400
PORTLAND, OR 97205

STEPHEN F. HALL

SENIOR CONSULTANT

WILLIS ENERGY SERVICES LTD.
500 - 885 DUNSMUIR STREET
VANCOUVER, BC V6C 1N5
CANADA

ARIANA MERLINO

CALIF PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
ENERGY RESOURCES BRANCH

1350 FRONT ST., STATE BLDG. ROOM 4006
SAN DIEGO, CA 92101

CHRISTINE S. TAM

CALIF PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
ELECTRICITY RESOURCES & PRICING BRANCH
ROOM 4209

505 VAN NESS AVENUE

SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94102-3214

EDWARD HOWARD

CALIF PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
DIVISION OF STRATEGIC PLANNING
ROOM 5110

505 VAN NESS AVENUE

SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94102-3214

JEANNE CLINTON

CALIF PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
EXECUTIVE DIVISION

ROOM 4102

505 VAN NESS AVENUE

SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94102-3214

JOYCE STEINGASS
CALIF PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
WATER BRANCH
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AREA 4-A
505 VAN NESS AVENUE

SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94102-3214

JUDITH IKLE

CALIF PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
ENERGY RESOURCES BRANCH

ROOM 4012

505 VAN NESS AVENUE

SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94102-3214

MICHAEL WHEELER

CALIF PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
ENERGY RESOURCES BRANCH

AREA 4-A

505 VAN NESS AVENUE

SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94102-3214

NORA Y. GATCHALIAN

CALIF PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
RATEPAYER REPRESENTATION BRANCH
AREA 3-C

505 VAN NESS AVENUE

SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94102-3214

SEAN WILSON

CALIF PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
UTILITY AUDIT, FINANCE & COMPLIANCE BRAN
AREA 3-C

505 VAN NESS AVENUE

SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94102-3214

THOMAS ROBERTS

CALIF PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
ELECTRICITY RESOURCES & PRICING BRANCH
ROOM 4205

505 VAN NESS AVENUE

SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94102-3214

ZENAIDA G. TAPAWAN-CONWAY

CALIF PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
ENERGY RESOURCES BRANCH

AREA 4-A

505 VAN NESS AVENUE

SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94102-3214

DON SCHULTZ

CALIF PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
ELECTRICITY RESOURCES & PRICING BRANCH
770 L STREET, SUITE 1050
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ROOM 4104
505 VAN NESS AVENUE

SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94102-3214

MEG GOTTSTEIN

CALIF PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
DIVISION OF ADMINISTRATIVE LAW JUDGES
ROOM 2106

505 VAN NESS AVENUE

SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94102-3214

NILGUN ATAMTURK

CALIF PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
EXECUTIVE DIVISION

ROOM 5303

505 VAN NESS AVENUE

SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94102-3214

PAMELA WELLNER

CALIF PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
ENERGY RESOURCES BRANCH

AREA 4-A

505 VAN NESS AVENUE

SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94102-3214

STEVEN A. WEISSMAN

CALIF PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
DIVISION OF ADMINISTRATIVE LAW JUDGES
ROOM 5107

505 VAN NESS AVENUE

SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94102-3214

TIM G. DREW

CALIF PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
ENERGY RESOURCES BRANCH

AREA 4-A

505 VAN NESS AVENUE

SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94102-3214

MEG GOTTSTEIN

ADMINISTRATIVE LAW JUDGE

PO BOX 210/21496 NATIONAL STREET
VOLCANO, CA 95689

GARY KLEIN

CALIFORNIA ENERGY COMMISSION
1516 NINTH STREET
SACRAMENTO, CA 95814
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SACRAMENTO, CA 95814

MICHAEL MESSENGER NANCY JENKINS, P.E.
CALIFORNIA ENERGY COMMISSION MANAGER

1516 9TH STREET CALIFORNIA ENERGY COMMISSION
SACRAMENTO, CA 95814 1516 NINTH STREET MS-43

SACRAMENTO, CA 95814

SYLVIA BENDER

CALIFORNIA ENERGY COMMISSION
1516 9TH STREET, MS22
SACRAMENTO, CA 95814
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